WASHI NGTON METROPCLI TAN AREA TRANSI T COWM SSI ON
SI LVER SPRI NG MARYLAND

ORDER NO. 17, 339

IN THE MATTER CF: Served Decenber 5, 2017
EXECUTI VE TECHNCOLOGY SCLUTI ONS, Case No. MP-2017-157
LLC, Forner WMATC Carrier No. 985,
Ret urn of Unexpended Esti nated
Heari ng Cost Assessnent

— N N

This matter concerns the return of $1,325 remaining from a
deposit of $2,500 received from Executive Technol ogy Solutions, LLC,
(ETS), on February 19, 2013, in paynent of estimted hearing expenses
in WATC Case No. AP-2012-079 concerning ETS s application for a WATC
certificate of authority. During the course of that proceeding ETS
requested an oral hearing. The Commi ssion granted ETS request and in
accordance wth Article XV, Section 1(b), of the Washington
Metropolitan Area Transit Regul ati on Conpact® and Commi ssion Regul ation
No. 54-03, assessed $2,500 as the sum of expenses the Conm ssion
estimated it would incur in connection with the hearing.?

A hearing was held March 4, 2013. The $2,500 deposit submitted
by ETS exceeded the actual hearing officer and transcript costs of
$1,175, and ETS was sent a refund check in the amunt of $1,325 on
April 30, 2013,2 in accordance with Article XV, Section 1(d), of the
Conpact and consistent with Regul ation No. 54-05(c).

On June 13, 2013, the Conmi ssion denied ETS application and
assessed a $10,000 civil forfeiture against ETS for knowi ngly and
willfully operating passenger transportation services within WHATC s
jurisdiction without a valid certificate of authority.*

ETS has yet to pay the forfeiture and has yet to present the
$1, 325 check for paynment by the Conm ssion’s bank, which advises that
paynment woul d be denied if the check was presented at this |late date.

! Pub. L. No. 101-505, § 1, 104 Stat. 1300, 1313 (1990), anended by Pub. L.
No. 111-160, 124 Stat. 1124 (2010) (amending tit. |, art. 111).

2 1n re Exec. Tech. Sols., LLC, No. AP-12-079, Oder No. 13,664 (Jan. 4,
2013).

5 1n re Exec. Tech. Sols., LLC, No. AP-12-079, Oder No. 13,995 at 10 n.56
(June 13, 2013).

“1d. at 11-12.



Accordingly, the Commi ssion shall return the $1,325 balance in
the form of a credit against the $10,000 forfeiture. The $8,675

forfeiture bal ance shall remain due.
I T 1S SO ORDERED.

BY DIRECTION OF THE COW SSI ON; COWM SSI ONERS HOLCOMVB, RICHARD, AND
MAROOTI AN:

WlliamsS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve D rector



